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it would cover others than the r a i l r oa d

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Right.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: A n d wh e r e a s t h e railroads are telling us how
they test, they cannot assure us that other employers a r e d o i n g
the same thing...

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Right.

SENATOR C HAMBERS: . .in terms of expanding the c lass o f pe o pl e
who are tested beyond what the federal government requires. So

SENATOR K R I S TENSEN: Ok ay , under you r amen d ment which y o u
envision would be correct here, would b e , l et ' s say t h at t h e
federal government d oes r e q u i r e a cer t ai n class of employee to
be tested, and that class isn't every member of a c o mpany .

I t h i n k i t ne ed s t o b e c l e ar .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Ye s .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Fo r e x ample,
might be in the tra nsportation
sensitive areas of transportation,
people that do the income taxes,
aren' t i n t ho se areas . t h e y ar en ' t

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Those that hurt the public by stealing rather
than those that hurt the public by running over them?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yeah, that do it xn a classy way.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: O ka y .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Those people under the amendment as Senator
Wehrbein has it, if the company is required to test federally
some of it, and the company chooses to put all their employees
u nder t ha t , t he r e is no need to have them under s tat e l aw ,
right, because everybody pretty much would be tested, and if
they would t e st, t h ey would follow the federal guidelines.
Those aren't the things that are a t i s s u e .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: A n d w h a t you are posing with your question,
so that I can state it and be sure w e a r e s ay i ng t h e s ame t h i n g ,

l e t ' s s ay the pe ople tha t
end that w ould be saf e ty

but that the bookkeepers, the
the people that ty pe that
requi red by federal law to be

t es t e d .
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